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he tried to instill that in his players’’ (Principal 
Larry Williams, Hollister High School). As a 
member of the Hollister Rotary Club and a 
Paul Harris Fellow, Bob enjoyed local and dis-
trict involvement. He served on a variety of 
club committees including being appointed to 
the San Benito County Board of Education as 
a representative, vice president, and presi-
dent. Bob had also been appointed to the 
South County Regional Occupational Program 
Liaison and devoted several years of service 
to the community. Bob contributed greatly to 
our community through serving 25 years as a 
director for the Root-Hardin Youth Fund-
raising. On January 1, 1994, Bob was honored 
with the dedication of the Mattson Gym at the 
High School. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you join me and our 
colleagues in recognizing the valuable con-
tributions of Bob Mattson, spanning 38 years, 
to our community. His leadership and commit-
ment as a role model, teacher and coach as 
well as an involved member of the community 
is certainly worth noting. Bob’s presence as 
athletic director will be missed and his years 
of achievement and devotion will not be for-
gotten. 
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CIVIL AVIATION RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORIZATION 
ACT OF 1999

SPEECH OF

HON. BART STUPAK
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 15, 1999

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 1551) to authorize 
the Federal Aviation Administration’s civil 
aviation research and development programs 
for fiscal years 2000 and 2001, and for other 
purposes:

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
thank the Chairman of the Science Com-
mittee, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Ranking Member 
HALL, and Representative MORELLA for their 
work on this important issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak today 
on H.R. 1551, the Civil Aviation Research and 
Development Authorization Act of 1999. 

My concern with the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration is the lack of consistency in its cri-
teria for judging which airports are deserving 
of radar. 

I have trouble understanding how some air-
ports are deemed deserving of a radar track-
ing system, and some are not. It appears to 
be arbitrary. 

H.R. 1551 is a very important bill about 
aviation research and development. It seeks to 
fund the Federal Aviation Administration’s civil 
aviation R&D programs for FY 2000 and 2001. 
This bill has the capacity to assist the many 
small- to medium-sized airports that do not 
have radar capability by demonstrating conclu-
sively how much more effective a radar sys-
tem is over visual guidance. I’m very con-
cerned about the numerous busy small air-
ports in America that do not have radar capa-
bility, and believe there is a real need for a 
pilot project to effectively illustrate the need for 
radar in such facilities. 

A radar system is desperately needed for 
Cherry Capital Airport in Traverse City. Out of 
the top eleven airports in Michigan, Cherry 
Capital ranks third in the number of flight oper-
ations per hour, yet of these eleven airports, 
Cherry Capital is the only one not served by 
local radar. Located next to Lake Michigan, 
weather conditions at this airport can change 
in seconds, reducing visibility to zero. It is un-
believable that the airport with the third most 
operations per hour in Michigan and adverse 
weather conditions still has controllers in the 
tower landing planes with binoculars! It is a 
matter of luck that there has never been a 
mid-air collision at this airport. 

The committee report accompanying H.R. 
1551 expresses great concern over inclement 
weather conditions at our nation’s airports. 

I quote ‘‘The Committee recognizes that 
weather is the single largest contributor to 
delays and a major factor in aircraft accidents 
and incidents.’’ I agree. 

As one might imagine, weather plays an ex-
tremely prominent role at the Traverse City 
airport due to its proximity to Lake Michigan. 
Sudden and severe snow and ice storms are 
commonplace. The potential for accidents 
would be immeasurably reduced by the use of 
radar. 

Along with severe weather, we must also 
factor in pilot error. On July 4, 1998 a Czech-
made jet trainer aircraft went down over Lake 
Michigan, taking with it two men. This aircraft 
was never recovered. 

The closest radar facility was in Min-
neapolis, and was unable to accurately pin-
point the location where the plane went down. 
If Cherry Capital had a radar, the outcome of 
the search and rescue could have been very 
different. 
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Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 2956, the 
Children’s Protection and Community Cleanup 
Act, which challenges the whole premise of 
Superfund reform. Too many bills have been 
written on the premise that we have been 
doing too much to clean up our environment. 
Today, we make clear that we think we’re 
doing too little. 

Are people worried that their water is too 
clean, or too dirty? Are they worried that there 
is too little E coli in hamburgers, or too much? 
And do you think people sit around and wish 
there was more pfisteria in the water killing 
more fish? The answers are self-evident. Peo-
ple want to clean up their water, clean up their 
food, and clean up toxic waste dumps in their 
community that are threatening their health. 

Last year, the movie, A Civil Action, told the 
story of a group of parents in the city of 
Woburn in my District. These parents discov-
ered that far too many of their children were 
dying of leukemia, and linked it to the water 
they used, which smelled and corroded the 
water pipes. But for years they could not get 

anyone to listen to them, to do a rigorous pub-
lic health assessment to find out whether they 
were at risk. The Children’s Protection and 
Community Cleanup Act will require a public 
health assessment to be conducted at every 
Superfund site, and will allow communities to 
get Federal grants to conduct their own health 
assessments and take their own soil and 
water samples. It will require a cleanup that 
protects drinking water for future generations, 
instead of just building a fence around the 
toxic waste and hoping it won’t leak out. 

In addition, people don’t want to pay tens of 
millions of taxpayer dollars to corporate pol-
luters who are responsible for dumping tons of 
chemicals into our environment. They want to 
see the responsible parties pay for the dam-
age they cause. The Children’s Protection and 
Community Cleanup Act would ensure that the 
polluters responsible for the messes they 
made have to pay for them. In addition, it will 
place all nuclear facilities under the same 
Superfund laws that control chemicals, and it 
will ensure that when the responsible polluter 
was the Federal Government, that the same 
high cleanup and liability standards are ap-
plied as to the civilian sites. 

For more than a decade under Republican 
administrations, EPA stood for nothing more 
than ‘‘Every Polluter’s Ally’’. Superfund sites 
languished with no cleanups. But today more 
than half of non-Federal Superfund sites have 
completed construction activities. Where 
cleanups are not complete, two-thirds of the 
required work is underway or finished. The 
Children’s Protection and Community Cleanup 
Act will ensure that the EPA can build on that 
record of achievement. 
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LETHAL FOOD ALLERGIES 

HON. CONSTANCE A. MORELLA
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 28, 1999

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
introduce an important resolution that ex-
presses the sense of the House regarding 
strategies to better protect the millions of 
Americans whose lives are at risk because of 
potentially lethal food allergies. 

The majority of the 5.2 million people who 
have serious and potentially fatal allergic reac-
tions to foods such as peanuts, fish, shell fish, 
and tree nuts are children. These children will 
never outgrow their allergies, and there is no 
vaccine to prevent these deadly allergic reac-
tions. All that these children can do is avoid 
eating or coming in contact in any way with 
peanuts, fish, shell fish, or tree nuts. 

Even a small trace of peanuts or shell fish 
can produce a severe allergic reaction. Many 
children spend their day at school in fear, 
afraid to touch a doorknob or a desktop that 
might have a smear of peanut butter. 

While it would be difficult to control the 
school or work environment, there are some 
steps that can be taken to protect children and 
adults from severe allergic reactions to food. 
For instance, major commercial food proc-
essors and producers should produce prod-
ucts on separate, dedicated manufacturing 
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